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DISCLAIMER

All images, scientific contributions and text-citations are public domain, openly accessible,

accessible via a common university subscriptions or personal documents of the organizing team.

No documents displayed here expose unpublished ideas, novel research or undisclosed patents.

No unpublished, privately retracted or publicly withdrawn scientific contributions, images or texts

were used.
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WHY DO WE REVIEW

1. Ensure scientific standard 

AI fraud, plagiarism, novelty
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WHY DO WE REVIEW

1. Ensure scientific standard 

AI fraud, plagiarism, novelty

2. Help authors improve their contributions

Enhance promising ideas, notify of existing work  

3. Assist editors to assess contributions

Offer expert opinion to highlight worthy contributions
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WHY CONDUCT A REVIEWER WORKSHOP

1. Perspectives

Illustrate perspectives on the review-process of

editors, authors and reviewers

2. Consensus

Summarize best practices for scientific reviews

3. Transparency

Present NEIS 2024 review proceedings

4. Improvement

Open debate on improvements for reviewers.

Make your voice heard!
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Reviewer Workshop

I   – Introduction, goals and scope

II – Scientific reviews: best practices

III  – NEIS 2024 review proceedings

IV – Open debate
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Authors

Reviewers

Editors

Stakeholders: • Authors

• Reviewers

• Editors

Conflicts: • Omnipotence

• Bias

• Compliance

PERSPECTIVES | STAKEHOLDERS AND CONFLICTS
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Editors

Authors

ReviewersAuthor‘s expectations

• Timely decision of acceptance

• Courteous treatment

• Constructive feedback

• Intuitive communication procedures

• Attentive audience and discussion

• Fitting publication

PERSPECTIVES | STAKEHOLDERS AND EXPECTATIONS
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Editors

Autors

ReviewersEditor‘s expectations

• Sufficient number of submissions

• Contributions of high quality

• Adherence to guidelines

• Competent reviewers with integrity

• Professional and efficient communication

PERSPECTIVES | STAKEHOLDERS AND EXPECTATIONS
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Editors

Autors

ReviewersReviewer‘s expectations

• Appreciation of reviewers‘ time and effort

• Contributions matching expertise

• Quality preselection by editor

• Upholding scientific standard

• Intuitive, efficient workflow

• Robust IT systems

PERSPECTIVES | STAKEHOLDERS AND EXPECTATIONS
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✓ Guards against “fake-science”:

• Fraudulent papers

• Pseudoscientific papers

• Fabricated papers

✓ Maintains the integrity of the NEIS conference (as well as other conferences/journals)

• Fair evaluation

• Improves quality control 

• Foster trust in the scientific community

CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: WHY?
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❖ “Bad” reviews lead to paper retraction

CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: WHY NOT?
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❖ Example of another publisher (Elsevier) paper retraction 

CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: WHY NOT?
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Reviewer Workshop

I   – Introduction, goals and scope

II – Scientific reviews: best practices

III  – NEIS 2024 proceedings

IV – Open debate
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1. NEIS conference review guidelines overview

2. Practical examples for each criterion of the guidelines

CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: AGENDA
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❖ NEIS’ reviewing guidelines divide into four main sets

CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: NEIS REVIEW GUIDELINES

Ethics

Academic significance and validation Technical precision

Decision

Honesty

Transparency

Fairness

Objectivity  

Novelty

Originality

Impact

Relevance  

Rigor

Presentation

Eqs/graphs

English  

Accept

Reject

Minor rev.

Major rev.  
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: NEIS REVIEW GUIDELINES

Review guidelines 

Ethics Academic significance and validation Technical precision Decision

Conflict of interest

Relevance check

Review adequacy

Data confidentiality

Originality

Significance assessment

Strength/weakness assessment

Addressing methodology

Evaluating consistency

English

Presentation

Equations

Pictures

References

Introduction/conclusion

Title

Accept

Reject

Minor revisions

Major revisions
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: NEIS REVIEW GUIDELINES
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Ethics Conflict of interest

Forename1 Surname1

Forename2 Surname2

Forename3 Surname3

Do you know any of these authors?

Do you have any mutual interest?

Potential bias?

• Address the editorial 

board. 
• Request refraining

• Ignore declaration

• Proceed with the 
review
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Ethics Relevance check Title

Abstract

Are you familiar with the subject?

Do you have relevant expertise?

Is it your (or related to) field?

• Accept the review 

invitation
• Proceed further

YESNO

!! Communicate this 

with the editorials 

instead !!
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Ethics Review adequacy

• Take your time 

reading/assessing/in

vestigating all details

• Contact editorials in 

case you need more 

time

• Make sure to submit 
the review on time

• Read only 

abstract/conclusion

• Make a fast review
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Ethics Data confidentiality

!!! Delete ALL data !!!

• Use data for granted

• Reformulate data

• Replicate data
• Data share
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: NEIS REVIEW GUIDELINES
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Academic significance and validation Originality

NO DUPLICATION / REPLICATION / REFORMULATION ALLOWED

!!! The same work is replicated (single-sided paper – left) and (double-sided paper – right) !!!
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Academic significance and validation Originality

NO DUPLICATION / REPLICATION / REFORMULATION ALLOWED

!!! REJECT 

IMMEDIATELY !!!

• Ask for major 

revision

• Give author(s) any 
other chance
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Academic significance and validation Originality

DUPLICATION / REPLICATION / REFORMULATION ALLOWED

!!! The same work is replicated (double-sided paper – left) and (single-sided paper – right) !!!

NO
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Academic significance and validation Originality

DUPLICATION / REPLICATION / REFORMULATION ALLOWEDNO

!!! REJECT 

IMMEDIATELY !!!

• Ask for major 

revision

• Give author(s) any 
other chance
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Academic significance and validation Significance assessment 

• Ask author(s) for 

further proofs

• Experimental data

• Major revisions

• Bypass trivial results

• Accept 

insignificance

• Think of trivial 
solutions as novel
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Strength/weakness assessmentAcademic significance and validation

• Take into consideration 

the heavy computation

• Study the effectiveness

• Limitations 

consideration

• Strength AND weakness

Example for magnetic field 

simulation around transmission 

lines with complex geometric 

structures

• Focus only over one 

aspect (Simulation 

needs hardware 

experimentation)
• ONLY weakness
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Addressing methodologyAcademic significance and validation

• Make sure that exist 

RQs relevant to the 

study

• Make sure that each 

RQ is addressed

• Answers are derived 

for each RQ

• Ignore the relation 

between conclusions-

RQs

• Ignore the link between 
outcomes-RQs
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Evaluating consistency (conformity)Academic significance and validation

• Make sure it is short 

and concise 

• Check if it provides 

brief overview

• Check if it poses no 

contradictions with laws 

and common norms

• Allow for trivial 

outcomes

• Opposes with 
mathematical postulates 
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Review guidelines Evaluating consistency (conformity)Academic significance and validation

CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

• Make sure it is short 

and concise 

• Check if it provides 

brief overview

• Check if it poses no 

contradictions with laws 

and common norms

• Allow for trivial 

outcomes

• Opposes with 
mathematical postulates 



Reviewer Workshop NEIS 2024 Hamburg, 11th April 2024 42

• Mentimeter – Opinion on “did you learn something until now” 

• Pros:

• Dedicated and compressed information

• Chance to personally improve and help improve others

• Cons:

• Time spent in the workshop

• Inhomogeneous audience leads to difficult common ground

REVIEW | MENTIMETER I

menti.com

5266 0556



NEIS 2024 
-Coffee break-
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: NEIS REVIEW GUIDELINES
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines EnglishTechnical precision 

• Word-wise proofreading

• Only high-quality English

• Minimized abbreviations 

• Performing jumping 

reading
• Skipping paragraphs
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines EnglishTechnical precision !! It is NOT only about the language itself !!
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines PresentationTechnical precision 

• Professional layout

• Structured

• Polished presentation

• Discontinued formatting
• Blank spaced
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines ReferencesTechnical precision 

• Read each Ref.

• Access the 

publication

• Assess info

• Self-citation

• Irrelevant refs.
• Old refs.
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines EquationsTechnical precision 

Confusing electromagnetic 

vector equations

• Standardize notations

• Assess mathematical 

validity 

• Skip formulas
• Ignore details 
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines PicturesTechnical precision 

• Image quality starts 

from 300 DPI

• No vague images
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Introduction/ConclusionTechnical precision 

• Overview

• Background

• Research in the field

• Methodology

• Repeat part of the 

introduction

• Present no concrete 

findings
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines TitleTechnical precision 

• Succinct

• Descriptive

• Informative 

• Too long

• Abbreviations
• Obscure 
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: NEIS REVIEW GUIDELINES
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

❖ After completing each previous criterion from each of the main sets, a decision (from you as a reviewer to the editorials) must be submitted

Review guidelines Decision

Final decision 

Accept in present 
form

Minor revisions Major revisionsReject in present 
form

HOW?
WHEN?
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Decision

Conflict of interest Relevance check

Review adequacy

Data confidentiality

Originality

Significance assessment
Strength/weakness
assessment

Addressing methodologyEvaluating consistency

EnglishPresentation

Refs EqsPictures

Introduction/conclusion
Title

ACCEPT IN PRESENT 

FORM

RARE

Data block
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Decision

Conflict of interest 

Relevance check

Review adequacy

Data confidentiality

Evaluating consistency

Presentation

Pictures Introduction/conclusion

Title

Significance assessment

Strength/weakness
assessment

Addressing methodology

English

EqsRefs

Originality

REJECT IN PRESENT 

FORM

COMMON

Data block 1

Data block 2
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Decision

Conflict of interest 

Relevance check

Review adequacy

Data confidentialityOriginality

Strength/weakness
assessment

Evaluating consistency

English

Refs Eqs
Pictures

Introduction/conclusion

Title

Significance assessment

Addressing methodology

Presentation

REJECT IN PRESENT 

FORM



Reviewer Workshop NEIS 2024 Hamburg, 11th April 2024 58

CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Decision

Conflict of interest 

Relevance check
Review adequacy

Data confidentiality

Originality

Strength/weakness
assessment

Evaluating consistency

English

RefsEqs

Pictures

Introduction/conclusion

Title

Significance assessment

Addressing methodology

Presentation

MAJOR REVISIONS

COMMON

?? What are major revisions ??
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Decision

Conflict of interest 

Relevance check
Review adequacy

Data confidentiality

Originality

Strength/weakness assessment

Evaluating consistency

English

RefsEqs

Pictures

Introduction/conclusion

Title

Significance assessment

Addressing methodology

Presentation

MAJOR REVISIONS

COMMON
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Decision

Conflict of interest 

Relevance check
Review adequacy

Data confidentiality

Originality

Strength/weakness assessment

Evaluating consistency

English

Refs
Eqs

Pictures

Introduction/conclusion

Title

Significance assessment

Addressing methodology

Presentation

MINOR REVISIONS

COMMON

?? What are minor revisions ??
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: PRACTICAL APPROACH

Review guidelines Decision

❖ The previous decision-making examples serve only as a general guide/background

❖ It is for YOU (as a reviewer) to take the final decision carefully

❖ It is quite impossible to make ALL possibilities for decision-making probabilities

T/F
T/F

T/F

T/F

T/F

T/F

T/F

T/F

Reviewer’s scientific integrity

4096 combinations
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CONDUCTING A GOOD REVIEW: OVERVIEW

❖ It is OK to not know a certain topic

❖ Take your time (within deadlines)

❖ Make sure to accomplish each criterion presented

❖ Editorial board is always there for backup

❖ Make sure to always give attention to the central

idea of the paper

❖ Try NOT to give the image of an “ideal” reviewer
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Reviewer Workshop

I   – Introduction, goals and scope

II – Scientific reviews: best practices

III  – NEIS 2024 review proceedings

IV – Open debate
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- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Abstract submission

- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Indicates expertise

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 1
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- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Abstract submission

- Evaluates potential
- Accepts or rejects
 abstract

- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Indicates expertise

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 1
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- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Abstract submission

- Evaluates potential
- Accepts or rejects 

abstract

- Writes paper
- Submits paper

- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Indicates expertise

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 1
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- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Abstract submission

- Evaluates potential
- Accepts or rejects 

abstract

- Writes paper
- Submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Requests reviewer

- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Indicates expertise

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 1
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- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Abstract submission

- Evaluates potential
- Accepts or rejects 

abstract

- Writes paper
- Submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Requests reviewer

- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Indicates expertise

- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 1
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- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Abstract submission

- Evaluates potential
- Accepts or rejects 

abstract

- Writes paper
- Submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Requests reviewer

- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Indicates expertise

- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 1
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- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Abstract submission

- Evaluates potential
- Accepts or rejects 

abstract

- Writes paper
- Submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Requests reviewer

- Desire to participate
- Converia registration
- Indicates expertise

- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision

- Receives decision

Variant 1
Paper accepted

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 1
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- Writes paper
- Submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Requests reviewer

- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

Variant 2
Minor revision

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 2
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- Writes paper
- Submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Requests reviewer

- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision
- Revises paper
- Re-submits paper

- Gets notified

Variant 2
Minor revision

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 2
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- Writes paper
- Submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Requests reviewer

- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision
- Revises paper
- Re-submits paper

- Checks revision
- Makes decision

Variant 2
Minor revision

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 2

- Gets notified
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- Writes paper
- Submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Requests reviewer

- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision
- Revises paper
- Re-submits paper

- Checks revision
- Makes decision

Variant 2
Minor revision

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 2

- Receives decision

- Receives decision

- Gets notified
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- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

Variant 3
Major revision

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 3
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- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision
- Revises paper
- Re-submits paper

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

Variant 3
Major revision

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 3
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- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision
- Revises paper
- Re-submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Forwards paper

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

Variant 3
Major revision

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 3
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- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision
- Revises paper
- Re-submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Forwards paper

- Assesses changes
- New review
- Submits review

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

Variant 3
Major revision

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 3
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- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision
- Revises paper
- Re-submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Forwards paper

- Assesses changes
- New review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

Variant 3
Major revision

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 3



Reviewer Workshop NEIS 2024 Hamburg, 11th April 2024 80

- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision
- Revises paper
- Re-submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Forwards paper

- Assesses changes
- New review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision

- Receives decision

Variant 3.1
Major revision
Paper accepted

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 3.1
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- Receives decision
- Revise paper
- Re-submits paper

- Accepts review
- Completes review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision
- Revises paper
- Re-submits paper

- Checks formalities
- Forwards paper

- Assesses changes
- New review
- Submits review

- Checks formalities
 & recommendation
- Makes decision

- Receives decision

- Makes decision
- Informs about it

Variation 3.2
Major revision
Minor revision

• Author

• Editor

• Reviewer

REVIEW | WORKFLOW VARIANT 3.2
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• Mentimeter – Opinion on “adjusted major revision” (second reviewer loop)

• Pros:

• More control for the reviewer about the acceptance

• Force response to change requests 

• Cons:

• Requires an additional review and therefore more time

REVIEW | MENTIMETER II



Reviewer Workshop NEIS 2024 Hamburg, 11th April 2024 83

• Specific results of the reviewer's work

• For the editor: 

• Formal reviewer evaluation in Converia

• For the author:

• Review-PDF – either with comments in the original document or a converted text document

• Suggested workflow

• Read author’s contribution

• Complete preliminary review-PDF for the author

• Conduct evaluation in Converia (be aware of timeout issues)

• If applicable, add missing items to the review-PDF

• Send PDF for the author to info@neis-conference.com indicating the ID in the subject line

REVIEW | PROCEEDINGS AND RESULTS

mailto:info@neis-conference.com
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• Individual PDF for the author

REVIEW | PROCEEDINGS AND RESULTS
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• Categories

1. Initial assessment 

2. Scientific assessment 

3. Form and language 

4. Recommendations 

• Evaluation modes

o Rating scale

o Comments

REVIEW | EVALUATION IN CONVERIA

Formal reviewer evaluation in Converia
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• Formal acceptance of the review and compliance agreement

Why: Rule out conflicts of interest and verify suitability

• Initial assessment

Why: Reflect understanding of the content and highlight contribution

o 1st question, one sentence: Main idea of the paper | Comment

o 2nd question, one sentence: Scientific contribution | Comment

REVIEW | COMPLIANCE AND INITIAL ASSESSMENT
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• Scientific assessment

Why: Estimate the quality of the contribution and help the editors to rank it

o Novelty of scientific contribution

→ How do you assess the novelty and distinctiveness of the scientific
contribution in comparison to existing research? | Scale

o Significance of scientific contribution

→ How significant is the scientific impact of this work? | Scale

o Methods

→ How suitable were the chosen scientific methods for this study? | Scale

→ How clear and comprehensive is the explanation of the methods? | Scale

→ How well were the scientific methods applied? | Scale

REVIEW | SCIENTIFIC ASSESSMENT I
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o Data, simulation, and experiment

→ How proper, sufficient, and well suited is the utilized data? | Scale

→ How well do the simulation or the experiment align with methods used? | Scale

→ To what extent were the simulation or the experiment properly employed? | Scale

o Arithmetic

→ Assess the appropriateness of the formulae used to describe
the models and the investigated parameters. | Scale

→ How well is the description of the mathematical approach and its synthesis? | Scale

o Citations

→ To what extent do the citations cover the referenced information? | Scale

→ Assess if major ideas are referenced and no important references are missing. | Scale

o Synthesis/Results

→ How coherent with and logically tied to are the presented conclusions
with regard to the achieved results? | Scale

REVIEW | SCIENTIFIC ASSESSMENT II
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• Form and language

Why: Give an impression of the quality of the form and language

o Title

→ Assess the likelihood for someone performing related research
to discover this article in a search engine or via IEEEXplore. | Scale

o Keywords

→ How relevant are the keywords and are they mentioned sufficiently? | Scale

o Structure

→ To what extent does the structure support the contents of the contribution? | Scale

→ How suitable, proper in number, and well titled are the chapters? | Scale

REVIEW | FORM AND LANGUAGE I
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o Symbols

→ How comprehensively are the used symbols explained? | Scale

o Figures and tables

→ To what extent are the figures and tables self-explanatory? | Scale

→ How well do the figures and the tables conform to design conventions? | Scale

o Language conventions

→ Assess grammar, spelling, and syntax. | Scale

o Readability

→ How do you judge the intelligibility and accessibility of the contribution? | Scale

REVIEW | FORM AND LANGUAGE II
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• Recommendations

• Accept All expectations are met.

• Minor revision  Main ideas and scientific methods are good but deficits need to be corrected, 

sufficient improvement can be expected without further aid.

• Major revision Main ideas or scientific methods are flawed, sufficient improvement is not 

expected without further aid.

• Reject Main ideas are unoriginal or scientific methods are unsuitable.

• Optional message to the editor

• Comment Message to highlight specific reasoning for the decision.

REVIEW | RECOMMENDATIONS AND NOTE TO EDITOR
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• Rating Scale

• 1 – Excellent  Flawless performance, exceeding all expectations.

• 2 – Very good Outstanding quality and proficiency.

• 3 – Good Commendable quality and reliability, meeting standards.

• 4 – Fair Acceptable, with room for improvement, meeting basic requirements.

• 5 – Poor Falls below expectations, showing significant deficiencies.

• 6 – Unacceptable Fails to meet minimum standards, requiring immediate attention.

REVIEW | RATING SCALE



Reviewer Workshop NEIS 2024 Hamburg, 11th April 2024 93

Reviewer Workshop

I   – Introduction, goals and scope

II – Scientific reviews: best practices

III  – NEIS 2024 proceedings

IV – Open debate
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• Thank you for your interest in our workshop, your participation and the discussions!

Bear well and don‘t fur-get to register!

• Join us and become a reviewer for the NEIS Conference. Contact us at: info@neis-conference.com

CLOSING REMARKS

mailto:info@neis-conference.com
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